
',-, ,'.

......:.'

....
.....

,',

',.A:,,~eetVeD .
,, 'APR 2' 3,1995'

:mE -SEcUT.AR!,-:-ROOl(~
'"'' .". .' .';;' " ,:'.

. ,'t " ~...; . ~, .' ~ ."'... .." ...
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. ~ Dear Dr. Marggraff:

,FEDERAi. CQIISSI(W

lJ'Fa(f»f~NIY EX pA' " ,
",,,RTE Off LATE FiLED

~ ..
'. :'.-: .

,This ':1s ,i'~' 'rep"ly to" your i~tte,r t.o Acti~g 'Chai r~~n, ;~'mes',Qtiello ,',t'" rdin:g' the'
Notice' or PropOsed Rule Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235-,' 7 FR 54'034

, (1992).' This Notice proposes comprehe'nsive, changes to ·the Comlfii sion"s Roles
governing'th.e pr,.ivate la~d mobi.le r~dio .services ope~ating' int.he,'rrequency'b~ds
below,' 512 MH'z., ' ': ' ' , .

Y,ou 'are specifically coilCerhed about the impact of the'se changes on radio cont,rol
(RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning our proposals for
the 72-76 MHz band. Your point about the proposed frequency tolerance is
correct. The frequency tolerance for the proposed new 5 ~z low power ch~els
sho~ld be 1.5 parts pe~ million. This'is the sa~e as' th~ ,f.requency tolerance
used in, the ~ew.220~222 MHz narrowband allocation~ With 'this revised frequency
tolerance, we expect there would be no adverse impact on RiC operations because
of any proposal contained in the Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land mobile
radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your concerns into
account when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As indicated in the
Notice, we remain convinced that without significant regulatory change in radio
operations in the bands below 512 MHz, the quality of communications in the
private land mobile radio services will continue to deteriorate to the point of
endangering public safety and the national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest. Your letter will be included in the
record of the proceeding. We expect final rules to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

~~~~
Edward R. Jacobs
Deputy Chief, Land Mobile and

Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau
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• I"rr. ja(nes"C'u'~'lio, Ac'ti~:gChal~ma~"
F,ede ral COfllmun ic ation s Comrni,ssiQYl
'1919 'f<. strect~NW" '. " " ,
Room 22Z ~-, Docket # 92-235

,Washington, nc 20554

Dear Nr. Quello:
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I am retired anc derive many hours of enjoyment constructing and oner­
ating'r:adio controlled model a~rplal1es•

.~. '. ,~... .. .... ~ .'.. ";. '. ..".. .' .. ' . .

I i.mderstand',tp.at. -the FCe ~antsto 'cre'at'e'mor€ laild mobile :fr'equ,enc'ies '
1:>y splitti~g them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan.,

,As a, result, many land rnooile fr,equencl,es will move clo~er to' ,the ~adio'

control aircraft ~requ~nriies.'

TtIe articles that t have read, tail me that a one wat.t transmitter oper~
ating nearby, only 2.5 kHz 'removed from an Ric model frequ~ncYt will'
produce interference. The exact distance can only be determined by
testing. The transmitter tolerance, to be allocated the new inserted
frequencies, present a significant problem. The 92-235 document allows
a frequency tolerance of 50 parts pe,r million. This equates to 3.6 kHz.
With a proposed spacing of preposed new assigned frequencies of only
2.5 kHz. The + or - 3.625 kHz would place the new frequencies directly

'on tot> of our Ric aircraft frequencies. '

'·"HQw 'can you. pO,~Sibly, be s¢:r,io,us? '~s my math sc.rewed up? '1 don It "be'~
. lieve it 'is.' " , "

.If there is overlap of some types of signals the results are usually
negligible. If, however, a signal overlaps one of our Ric aircraft
signal s the resul ts are usually disasterous and could al s:) resul t in
bodily injury.

How is it possible that the FCC would even consider such an overJap of
signals?

Really, we have enough trouble, not withstanding considerable expense,
building and learning how to fly RiC


